AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 



A replacement sheet containing FIGURE 2 has been provided for Examiner's review and 
approval. The replacement sheet is provided on separate paper attached hereto and is identified 
in the top margin with the text "Replacement Sheet." 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1-33 are pending in the application. In a final Office Action mailed 
December 16, 2004, the drawings were objected to for a typographical error present in 
FIGURE 2 with regard to the reference numerals. Claims 9, 12, 25, and 31 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 1 12 for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 1, 3, 12, 24, 28, and 30 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(b). Claims 10, 1 1, 29, 32, and 33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Claims 2, 4-8, 
13, 26, and 27 were objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but were 
indicated as being allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. Claims 9, 25, and 31 were indicated as being 
allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. 
Claims 14-23 were indicated as being allowed. 

Claims 1,9, 12, 24, 25, 31 have been amended as indicated above to clarify the invention. 
Claims 4 and 27 have been canceled and Claims 34-36 have been added by way of this 
amendment and response. Amended FIGURE 2 has been provided for Examiner's review and 
approval. In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks that follow, applicant respectfully 
submits that the application is in condition for allowance. 
Objection to the Drawings 

The drawings were objected to because there are two occurrences of reference 
numeral "124" in FIGURE 2. The Examiner requested that the left occurrence of M 124 ,t be 
replaced with reference numeral "126." Applicant thanks Examiner for his careful review of the 
application. FIGURE 2 has been amended to include the reference numeral 126 as requested. 
Applicant attaches on separate paper identified in the top margin with the text "Replacement 
Sheet" containing FIGURE 2 for the Examiner's review and approval. Therefore, applicant 
respectfully requests the objection to the drawings be withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 

Claims 9, 12, 25, and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. More specifically, the Office Action stated that: 

... the scope of the preamble and the body are different. The preamble, of 
claims 9, 12, 25, and 31, discloses a 'sandpaper dispenser' however the 
body positively claims the first sanding pad. From [] claim 1 it is clear 
that the first pad is on the sander. Positively claiming the first pad makes 
these claims indefinite because it is unclear if the sandpaper dispenser 
incorporates this first sanding pad. 

Applicant has amended Claims 9, 12, 25, and 31 to more clearly indicate that the first 
sanding pad is not a positively recited element of the claims. Moreover, applicant has amended 
these claims to more particularly point out that the claimed invention is a sandpaper dispenser, 
and not a sandpaper dispenser in combination with a sander. The terms "sander" and "first 
sanding pad" in Claims 9, 12, 25, and 31 are recited to describe an environment in which the 
sandpaper dispenser operates only and are not claimed elements of the invention. 
Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102^ 

Claims 1, 3, 12, 24, 28, and 30 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 2,489,005, issued to Bourdunis (hereinafter "Bourdunis"). 
Applicant respectfully disagrees with the foregoing rejections. 

Applicant notes that Claims 1 and 24 have been amended to recite the limitations recited 
in Claims 4 and 27, respectively. Inasmuch as the Office Action indicates that Claims 4 and 27 
are allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims, and since amended Claims 1 and 24 are Claims 4 and 27 rewritten in 
independent form to include all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims, 
applicant submits that Claims 1 and 24 and those claims depending thereon are allowable over 
the cited and applied references. For at least this reason, applicant respectfully requests the 
withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) rejections of these claims. 
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Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 10 5 11, 29, 32, and 33 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bourdunis in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,083,091, issued to Anderson 
(hereinafter "Anderson"), or U.S. Patent No. 2,447,5189, issued to Marinsky (hereinafter 
"Marinsky"). Applicant respectfully disagrees with the foregoing rejections. 

Claims 10, 1 1, 32, and 33 depend from either allowable independent Claim 1 or 24. For 
at least the same reasons stated above for the rejections of Claims 1, 3, 12, 24, 28, and 30 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b), applicant asserts that Bourdunis, Anderson, or Marinsky, individually or in 
combination, fail to teach or suggest each recited element of Claims 10, 11, 32, and 33. For at 
least this reason, applicant respectfully requests the withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
rejections of these claims. 
New Claims 34-36 

New Claims 34-36 have been added to further point out and distinctly claim the novel 
aspects of the claimed embodiments of the present invention. Applicant submits that the prior 
art, alone or in combination, does not teach or suggest applicant's claimed embodiments of the 
present invention as recited in Claims 34-36. Therefore, applicant submits that new 
Claims 34-36 are allowable over the prior art. 

More specifically, Claim 34 is Claim 2 rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims as indicated as allowable in the Office 
Action. Likewise, Claim 35 is Claim 5 rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims as indicated as allowable in the Office 
Action. Similarly, Claim 36 is Claim 6 rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims as indicated as allowable in the Office 
Action. For at least this reason, Claims 34-36 are allowable over the prior art. 
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Information Disclosure Statement 

Applicant respectfully notes that an Information Disclosure Statement was filed 
concurrently with the above-identified application. However, a copy of the Information 
Disclosure Statement was not returned to applicant with this Office Action nor with the previous 
Office Action indicating that the references were considered. Applicant encloses a copy of the 
originally filed Information Disclosure Statement herewith for the Examiner's convenience and a 
postcard receipt indicating receipt by the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on June 25, 2003. 
Applicant respectfully requests that a copy of the Information Disclosure Statement be returned 
with all references considered initialed with the next communication to applicant. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarks and amendments, applicant respectfully submits that the 
present application is in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and reexamination of the 
application, as amended, and allowance of the claims at an early date is solicited. If the 
Examiner has any questions or comments concerning this matter, the Examiner is invited to 
contact applicant's undersigned attorney at the number below. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CHRISTENSEN O'CONNOR 
JOHNSON KINDNESS PLLC 

Brian D. Krell 
Registration No. 51,899 
Direct Dial No. 206.695.1638 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited wkk the U.S. Postal Service in a sealed 
envelope as first class mail with postage thereon fully prepaid and a43r^sedT to Mail Stop AF, Commissioner for 
Patents, P.O. BcfxifSO, Alexandria, VA 223 13,-1 450,j>n the 1 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFTCF. 
B.Lopez Attorney Docket No.: LOPC120896 

SANDPAPER DISPENSER 



INFORMATION DISCLOSURE STATEMENT 

Seattle, Washington 98101 
June 25, 2003 

TO THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS: 

Applicant is aware of the information listed in the attached form that may be material to 
the prosecution of the above-identified patent application. 



X 



X 



Copies of the listed patents, publications, and other information are enclosed for 
the Examiner's use. 

This Information Disclosure Statement is being filed concurrently with the above- 
identified application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CHRISTENSEN O'CONNOR 
JOHNSON KINDNESS PLLC 



CD. %ju$ 

Brian D. Krell 
Registration No. 51,899 
Direct Dial No. 206.695.1638 
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